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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in parent Application No. 

09/980,678. filed on 1 0/31 /01 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

PatenSS not be negatived by the manner in which the .nvenfon was made. 
Claims 1-3, 6, 8, 10, 15-21. 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Luhtala 737 in view of McNamee. 

Luhtala teaches a versatile safety vest device that can serve as a personal 
flotation device and a bulletproof safety device. The safety device comprises a jacket 
frame which is made up of an outer shell, inner shell and buoyant material in between. 
Additional options for the device include an inflatable chamber which is placed in 
between the outer and inner shell. This chamber can be filled automatically or manually 
with gas or air. Another additional option is the inclusion of an anti-ballistic vest which 
can be attached to the outer surface of the jacket frame by snaps or any other suitable 
connection device. The anti-ballistic vest is a separate vest with an outer shell and 
inner shell that has openings into which layers of bulletproof material such as 
SPECTRA SHIELD®, are inserted in an overlapping manner to provide full protection 
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for the wearer. Since the vest is made of fabric it would allow for the expansion as 
recited when the inflatable chambers are inflated. 

Although 737 teaches essentially all of the limitations of the instant invention 
there is no specific teaching with regards to a pressure regulating device, a valve for 
controlling the pressure, an automatic immersion inflation system, and a pressure 
regulating device in each bag. 

However, McNamee teaches a life saving aid comprising an elongate tube 
provided with an automatic inflation device arranged to release gas to inflate the tube 
when immersed in water or manually triggered. The life saving aid is further provided 
with an oral inflation tube incorporating a non-return valve which is manually releasable 
to allow gas to escape from the tube (pressure regulating means). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to modify the safety device of Luhtala to 
include an automatic inflation system and valve for controlling the air in the inflatable 
chamber of the safety device to provide even more safety to the wearer, in cases such 
as emergency man overboard situations. 

Claims 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as.being unpatentable over 
Luhtala 737 in view of McNamee as applied to claims listed above, and further in view 
of Goerz 769. 

Although the combined teachings teach the limitations of the claims above they 
do not teach the use of a metal mesh layer to provide anti-ballistic characteristics to the 
garment. 
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However, Goerz 769 teaches the use of a metal mesh material inner layer to 
"enhance" the "penetration resistance" capability of a garment. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to use a metal mesh layer in a garment to enhance the anti-ballistic 
(penetration resistance) characteristics of a garment. 

Double Patenting 

Claims 1-10 and 15-24 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-14 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6.681,399. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
patentably distinct from each other because the claims of the instant case and the 
parent case are verbatim with respect to the claimed limitations of the parent case. 
Applicant has taken some limitations from the independent claims of the parent and 
made them dependent claims but as a whole the limitations claimed in the parent and in 
claims 1 -1 0 and 1 5-24 are identical. 

Therefore It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to use the teachings of the parent application to produce the same 
invention. 

Claims 11-14 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-14 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,681,399. 

US patent 6,681 ,399 states that a possible material for the anti-ballistic layer 
could be a metal mesh material. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to use the teachings of the parent case US patent 6.681 ,399 to produce the 
same invention of US patent 6,681 ,399 using a metal mesh material to enhance the 

anti-ballistic penetration resistance of a garment. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. References teaching protective vests have been cited. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert H Muromoto, Jr. whose telephone number is 
703-306-5503. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-530, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Calvert can be reached on 703-305-1025. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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